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due inheritance. As regards religion, they deny that the king
could make any alterations or laws except by consent of parlia-
ment. They had not come, they say, in any puritan spirit to
attempt the subversion of the ecclesiastical status quo, but, for
the sake of peace and unity, ask that 'some few ceremonies of
small importance' might be abandoned. After mentioning pur-
veyance and wardship, they conclude by stating that 'the voice
of the people, in the things of their knowledge, is said to be as
the voice of God'.1 Apparently the Apology was never presented
to the king, but it stands on record as an undelivered "lecture to
a foreign king on the constitutional customs of the realm which
he had come to govern, but which he so imperfectly under-
stood'.2
On the other hand there is little doubt that a copy of the peti-
tion reached the king's hands, for, in his speech at the proroga-
tion, he scornfully observed that it was easy to make apologies
when no man was present to answer them. His main complaint
was that in the parliament there was 'nothing but curiosity,
from morning to evening, to find fault with my propositions',
and that he had not been accorded due respect. Hen;, like all
the Stuarts, James was treating expressions of national grievances
as if they were personal insults. He seems to have regarded
parliamentary complaints as breaches of good manners, ami
persistence in the redress of grievances as disloyalty. His attitude
towards the national representatives was both paternal and con-
temptuous. Like a father, he wished his people to believe that
whatever he did was for their good; but the thesis that their
representatives should decide what was good or bud for the
country was rank sedition to him. Criticism seemed to emanate
either from 'idle heads' or disloyal hearts. There was thus no
sympathy between king and parliament because there was no
understanding.
^ Disagreement on religion was greater than on any other quest*
tion.3 Probably the sentiments of the majority in, parliament
were voiced in the puritan appeal, presented to the king on !m
first entrance into England,, which has become known as the
Millenary Petition. At the resultant Hampton Court conference
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